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MINUTES OF THE UNIVERSITY SENATE MEETUG

November 15, 1962
(NOT TO BE MADE AVAILA.BLE TO NON~ FACULTY MEMBERS)

1.

A meeting of the University Senate was held at 4:00 p.m~ on Thursday, November 15,
1962, in the Memorial Room of the Student Union. Mr. Koenker presided.
2.
The following members of the Senate were present:
Boehle, William R.
Brumleve» Stanley
Caldwell, Robert A.
Cash., William L.
Clifford, Thomas J.
Curry, Myron M.
Cushman, Martelle L.
Face.y, Vera
Ford, Donald H..
Hamre~ Christopher J.

Hatfield, Charles
Henderson, J. Donald
Heyse, Margaret F.
Jackson, Ronald
Kanncwski, Paul B.
Koenker, William E.
Kolstoe, Ralph H.
Koth, Arthu.r
MacKichan, Ruth J ..
McKenzie, Ruby M.

Myers, Roger A.
Nething, Marjorie J.
Pearce, Donald J.
Penn, Johns.
Reeves, Mary Elizabeth
Robertson, D. J.
Rowe, John L.
Tomasek:, Henry
Wheeler, George C.
Wills, Bernt L.
Witmer, R. B.

The following members were absent:
Starcher, George w.
Bullard, Charles w.
Fossum, Guilford O.
Gillmor, Donald M.

Harwood, Theodore H.
.Jorgensen, Roy Ho
Lium, Eo L~
Reiten, Palmer J.

Robinson, Elwyn B.
Severson, Roland G.
Tisdale, Ross c.
White, James P.

3.
Mr. Koenker welcomed and introduced the newly elected members of the University Senate.

4.
Mr. Wills nominated Mr. Johns. Penn as Chairman of the University Senate. Mr. Myers
nominated Mro Henry J .. Tomaseko Mr. Clifford moved that nominations be closed, and

it was seconded, voted upon, and carried. Mr. Cushman moved that whoever is second
in this election be named Vice.-~hairman of the Uaiveraity Sct_X{.l,ctc,.
The
motion was seconded, voted upon, and carried. A vote was then taken by ballot, and
Mr Tomasek was declared elected· Chairman of the Senate, and Mr. Penn was declared
elected Vice-Chairman of the Senate.
0

s.
The second reading of the amendment to the By-laws stipulating that vice-presidents
be made ex officio members of the Senate was held. The motion as passed at the
Senate meeting of October 4, 1962, is as follows: That Section V of the University
Constitution, Legislative Bodies, Item 3 be amended to include vice-presidents as
ex officio members of the Senate.
6.

Mro Rowe nominated Mr. Roy Ho Jorgensen to the Committee on Committees. Mr. Wills
nominated Mr. Ralph Ho Kolstoeo Mr. Cushman nominated Mr. Myron M. Curry and
Mr. J. Donald Henderson and moved that the present members of the Committee be
re-elected~ The motion was seconded, voted upon, and Mr. Jorgensen, Mr. Kolstoe,
Mr. Curry, and Mr. Henderson were declared elected to the Committee on Committees.

7.
Mr. Witmer nominated Mr. Paul B. Kannowski to the Administrative Procedures Committee0
Mr. Kolstoe nominated Mr. Donald J~ Pearce. Mr. Koth nominated Mr. Roland G. Seversonl.
Mr. Rowe moved that nominations be closed, and it was seconded. The motion was
voted upon and Mr. Kannowski, Mr. Pearce, and Mr. Severson were declared elected
to the Administrative Procedures Committee.
8.
Mr. Koth, Chairman of the committee on room utilization and class scheduling gave
a preliminary report citing the problems connected with this matter and the reasons
for poor room utilizationQ MrG Koth stated that a final report will be forthcoming.

Mrv Koenker presented the attached Report of the Curriculum Committee concerning
Statement of Policy and asked for comments or approval from the Senate members.
}1r. Caldwell moved that this Statement of Policy be approved. The motion was
seconded, voted upon, and carried.

The meeting adjourned at 4:30 p.m.

R. M. McKenzie
Secretary

CURRICULUM COMMITTEE - STATEMENT OF POLICY

For the University to offer the best possible educational program
within the limits of available funds> the faculty needs to be concerned
with curriculum developments.

The pressure for more efficient allocation

of resources comes in part from the fact that enrollments and financial
needs have been increasing at a rate faster than the increase in funds.
There is also urgent need to increase faculty salaries faster than the prob~
able rate at which increases will occur in available tax funds .

The addition

of peripheral or marginal course offerings preclude the realization of this
objective.

The most important reason> however, for giving careful scrutiny

to the curriculum is to enable students to make the most effective educational
use of their time.

This requires an appropriate balance between general or

liberal education and specialization in each of the departmental offerings.
It also requires the elimination of all courses in which the content is not
commensurate with the time or the effort required.
Control over curriculum development is a function over which the faculty
has primary responsibility.

Only where there has been neglect or abdication

should authority be exercised by administrative officers or governing boards .
Responsibility should reside with the faculty because they are (or should be)
in the best position to know what constitutes the essentials of a liberal
education and because they are also specialists in various subject matter
fields and are in the best position to judge what courses are necessary for
preparation in a field.
The initial and primary control over curriculum rests with members
of different departments.

Their duty is to keep abreast of their fields,

to know what subject matter is of such fundamental importance that it should
be covered in the curriculum, and to know when new areas should be added or

-2old courses deleted.

But the departments should not be autonomous with

respect to curriculum, since abuse of tl1is can lead to excessive specialization, empire building and other perversions of the educational function.
Hence there is need for the faculty as a whole or acting through representatives to exercise a review function.

Suggested curriculum modifications

should be brought under the scrutiny of faculty members who represent the
broader perspective of different disciplines and who are concerned with
turning out a well educated person as well as one who has competence in his
field.

The Curriculum Committee of the Senate considers this broad review

function to be its primary responsibility.
In scrutinizing new course proposals and making recommendations to the
Senate, the Committee will be guided by the following criteria :
A new course proposal should not be approved if it will:
(a) result in a degree of specialization which is not
essential to preparation in the field
(b) involve an excessive per pupil cost due to small
enrolment unless it is necessary to inaugurate a graduate
program, to provide a course essential to an exist i ng
program, or for other valid reasons
(c) be inaugurated primarily to satisfy the teaching
interest or compliment the research interest of a
particular faculty member
(d) duplicate a course already given or be offered by
an inappropriate department.
Existing courses should be dropped from the offering when they are
infrequently scheduled or when, in the judgment of the departmental staff
and the Committee, they are no longer necessary for an up-to-date and
adequate offering in the field.

